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Description:

The proposed project would be located where Tick Canyon Wash crosses State Route 14 (SR-14),
near Soledad Canyon Road, in northern Los Angeles County. The proposed project would install a
check dam within Tick Canyon Wash directly downstream of the SR-14 Bridge. The project has
been proposed to aleviate scour damage occurring at this site.

Determination:

An Initial Study (IS) has been prepared by The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans).
On the basis of this study, it has been determined that the proposed project would not have a
significant effect on the environment for the following reasons:

= The proposed project would not significantly impact any scenic resources, cultural resources, or
habitat conservation plans.

* The proposed project would not significantly impact air quality, water quality, nor would it have
any noise impacts.

* The proposed project would not result in exposure to hazardous materials or seismic hazards.
» The proposed project would not impact mineral resources or agricultural land.
* The proposed project would not impact access to public services or recreational facilities.

» The proposed project would not impact transportation or traffic patterns, and would not impact
utilities and services.

»= The proposed project would not significantly impact any sensitive plant and animal species,
other wildlife, riparian habitat, or wetlands.

The proposed project would result in some environmental impacts, however, measures to minimize
harm are included as part of the project that would reduce impacts to a level below significance. The
project would reduce erosion and scour and therefore enhance the safety of the SR-14 Bridge.
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Initial Study- Proposed Check Dam at Tick Canyon (EA: 4E2400)

1.0 PURPOSE AND NEED

1.1 Introduction

Projects located in California that are undertaken by state agencies, utilize state funds, or require
discretionary approval from state agencies are subject to the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) (PRC 21000-21178.1 et seq.). This focused Initial Study' (IS) describes the purpose and need for
the proposed project, project alternatives, potential environmental effects, and proposed measures to
minimize harm, pursuant to the requirements of CEQA.

1.2 History of the Project

A Categorical Exemption/Categorical Exclusion (CE) was prepared for this project in May of 1999 to
satisfy the requirements of both CEQA and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Although
there have been no changes to the scope of the project, the decision was made to prepare this focused IS to
cover the following biological concerns not addressed in the CE:

* Project impacts to riparian vegetation planted as mitigation for the SR-14 High Occupancy Vehicle
(HOV) project in January of 1999 as part of the requirements for the California Department of Fish
and Game (CDFG) 1601 Streambed Alteration Agreement, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Section
(USACOE) 404 Nationwide Permit, and the California Regional Water Quality Control Board
(CRWQCB) Section 401 Permit.

= State and federal jurisdictional wetlands impacted by the project.

A Categorical Exclusion (CE) was determined to remain the appropriate determination pursuant to NEPA.
A subsequently updated CE is included with this IS as Appendix A.

13 Purpose and Need for the Project

Tick Canyon Wash crosses State Route 14 (SR-14) near Soledad Canyon Road in northern Los Angeles
County (See Figure 1). Over the past several years, residential development has replaced open space land
uses on the hillside area north of SR-14. Urban runoff from this area has increased both water flow and
velocity at the SR-14 bridge, leading to increased erosion of the streambed at the bridge and around the
bridge piers. Downstream mining activity has also increased erosion at the bridge site. The SR-14 bridge
was determined to be scour critical’ in a 1998 study completed by the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans).

' A focused Initial Study (IS) is intended to be used for projects that are precluded from categorical exemption
because of the “exceptions to exemptions” (14 CFR 15300.2), but would otherwise qualify as a categorical
exemption. In these cases, the IS is focused on the issue which precludes the project from exemption, while still
considering all the questions on the environmental checklist (See Section 4).

2 The term scour refers to the erosion of the streambed, particularly around the bridge foundation. Scour slowly
excavates the soil around a bridge’s foundation, causing the bridge to become less sturdy and eventually collapse. A
scour critical bridge is a bridge whose stmctural integrity is potentially jeopardized due to scour around its piers
and/or abutments due to stream flow conditions and/or lateral migration of the stream.

4
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In response to the continued potential for scour at this location, different alternatives were proposed in order
to accomplish the following:

®* Reduce velocity of water flow at the SR-14 bridge.

* Reduce erosion of the streambed at the SR-14 bridge.
*  Alleviate scour at the bridge pilings.

* Enhance the safety of the bridge structure.

Figure 2- Vicinity Map
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2.0 ALTERNATIVES (INCLUDING THE PROPOSED PROJECT)
2.1 Alternative A: No-Action Alternative

Under the No-Action Alternative, Tick Canyon Wash would continue to flow freely from north of the SR-14
bridge south to the Santa Clara River (See Figure 2). Frosion would continue, and likely increase, as
development upstream created additional sources of surface runoff. Scour would continue to threaten the
integrity of the SR-14 bridge.

2.2 Alternative B: Check Dam Alternative (Preferred Alternative)
The Check Dam Alternative consists of installing a concrete check dam® at Tick Canyon Wash directly

downstream of the SR-14 bridge. This alternative is the preferred alternative. The current estimate for the
project cost is $1,165,000 (2002 dollars).

* A check dam is a short dam that is used to temporarily build up sediment (upstream) in areas where there has been
severe erosion and/or scour. Once sediment has accumulated to the top of the structure, water flows freely over the dam
without carrying away excessive amounts of soil. A check dam is desi gned to restore the streambed to its original ground
level, and does not retain or store water. An energy dissipater is often used downstream of the dam to prevent erosion
and headeut (a sudden change in elevation at the leading edge of a gully).

5
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The check dam would consist of an anchor wall and a retaining wall that together would act as a check
dam. The anchor wall would be located 2 meters (m) (7 feet (ft)) south and downstream of the existing
bridge railing. A 9-m (30-ft) cast in place (CIP) concrete panel would be placed 12 m (40ft) out from the
retaining wall. A series of high-strength rods, spaced 2.5 m (8 ft) apart, would be connected to the anchor
wall at a depth of 2.5 m (8 ft) to support the retaining wall.

Adjoining the retaining wall, 5 m (20 ft) of ungrouted rock slope protection would be placed on the
downstream side to dissipate energy from the discharge of the check dam and prevent localized erosion.
With the check dam in place, sediment would build up behind the structure (upstream), causing the eroded
streambed to slowly fill in and level out toward the scour impacted areas. Over a period of time, the
streambed under the bridge would resemble more closely its pre-scour slope condition, and impacted
bridge piers would once again be covered.

A 0.3-m (10-ft) x 2.0-m (7-ft) low flow notch opening would be located on the check dam at the centerline
of Tick Canyon Wash. Elevation at the notch opening would be equal to the existing bottom of the
channel/wash, ensuring water flow even during the dry season. To ensure subsurface water flow, a series
of drainage holes would be included in both the anchor wall and retaining wall.

2.3  Alternative C: Bridge Replacement Alternative (Alternative Considered and
Rejected)

Alternative C is the replacement of the SR-14 bridge. At the time of the study, the cost of this alternative
was estimated to be $3,538,500 (2002 Dollars). This alternative also would require raising the existing
profile of SR-14, which was not included in the cost estimate. This alternative was rejected because of the
higher cost and greater impacts to the environment, and no further studies were completed.

3.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The proposed project site is located just outside of the city of Santa Clarita, approximately 0.3 kilometers
(km) (0.19 miles (mi.)) north of the Santa Clara River and 1km (0.62 mi.) north of the Angeles National
Forest.

The Santa Clara River flows approximately 161 km (100 mi.) from its headwaters at Pacifico Mountain in
the San Gabriel Mountains near Acton, California, to the Pacific Ocean. It is one of the only two natural
river systems remaining in southern California. Flowing east to west through a valley formed between the
Santa Susana Mountains and the Transverse Ranges, the river crosses lands with many varied uses.

The river supports many human communities and a variety of flora and fauna. The various native habitat
types include chaparral, coastal sage scrub, and oak woodlands in the uplands, cottonwood/willow riparian
forests on upper terraces above the streambed, riparian scrubs on the lower terraces of the streambed, and
freshwater marshes on undisturbed depressions along the banks.

In recent years, the distribution of native habitat along the Santa Clara River has been altered as a result of
human disturbance. Urban development and large-scale aggregate mining in the channel are just two of
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the existing threats to the ecological health of the river. The introduction of non-native species and
encroachment into the floodplain has also resulted in loss of habitat and fragmentation of many remaining
habitat areas.

Vegetation

The project area is comprised of a combination of various biological communities, including alluvial fan
sage scrub, non-native grassland, southern willow scrub, coastal sage scrub, and disturbed areas. Within
the project limits (See figure 4), Tick Canyon Wash flows through a well established riparian zone,
approximately 32 m (105 ft) long by 16 m (52.5 ft) wide, closely resembling a southern willow scrub
community (See Figure 2). Dominant vegetation types at the site include willow (Salix spp.), cottonwood
(Populus fremontii), mulefat (Baccharis salicifolia), and cattails (Typha spp.)Much of the existing
vegetation was planted in January of 1999 as mitigation for the SR-14 HOV lane addition.

On either side of the wash outside of the riparian zone is a combination of coastal sage scrub, alluvial fan
sage scrub, non-native grassland, and disturbed areas. The east side of the wash adjacent to the bridge
consists of degraded scrub habitat that measures approximately 30 m (98 ft) long by 15 m (50 fi) wide.

Observed plant species include both native (65%) and exotic (35%), dominated by California Buckwheat
(Eriogonum fasciculatum), Basin sagebrush (Artemesia tridentata), Encelia (Encelia farinosa), and
bromes (Bromus spp.)

Further degraded scrub habitat is present on the west side of Tick Canyon adjacent to and just downstream
from the SR-14 bridge (See Figure 3). The dimensions of this habitat within the project area are roughly
37 m (120 ft) long by 6 m (20 ft) wide. Plant species observed on the west side were similar to those
found on the east side, but with a higher percentage of exotics (50-75%).

Surrounding Land Uses

The Santa Clarita Valley is one of the fastest growing areas in California, and there are numerous
development plans continuing into the future. North of SR-14, several residential neighborhoods currently
exist on the surrounding hillsides, with most of the surrounding land zoned for additional residential
development.

The proposed project site is located partially within current Caltrans right of way, and partially within a
current Caltrans drainage easement, on property belonging to the Curtis Sand and Gravel mining company.
This company currently mines the property surrounding the proposed project site from SR-14 to south of
the Santa Clara River. Stockpiled concrete covers the east and west sides of the wash, and sediment ponds
are located southwest of the wash (See Figure 4).
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Figure 4- West Side of Wash
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40 ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project:

[:l Aesthetics [0  Agriculture Resources [0  Air Quality

[X] Biological Resources [0 Cultural Resources [0 Geology /Soils

[0 Hazards & Hazardous Xl  Hydrology / Water Quality [0 Land Use/Planning
Materials

[] Mineral Resources [ Noise (O Population / Housing

[(] Public Services [0  Recreation [0  Transportation/Traffic

D Utilities / Service Systems [0 Mandatory Findings of Significance

A checklist was used to identify physical, biological, social, and economic features of the human
environment that could be impacted by the proposed project. The checklist achieves the important
statutory goal of integrating the requirements of CEQA with the environmental requirements of other laws.

11
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4.1

AESTHETICS

Would the project:

4.1.1

The proposed project would install a check dam within the existing Tick Canyon Wash, and would not be
visible from the SR-14 highway. The surrounding land uses include transportation, gravel mining, and
residential; therefore, there would be no scenic vistas impacted by the proposed project. No substantial
damage would occur to scenic resources, and no substantial degradation would occur to the existing visual
character of the site or its surroundings. No new source of light or glare would be created as a result of this

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic
vista?

Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a
state scenic highway?

Substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

Create a new source of substantial light or
glare that would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporation

O
O

Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Question 4.1- Aesthetics

project.

4.1.2 Measures to Minimize Harm

None required.

Less Than No
Significant Impact
Impact

12
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4.2

AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

In determining whether impacts to agricultural
resources are significant environmental effects,
lead agencies may refer to the California
Agricultural Land Evaluation and  Site
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the
California Dept. of Conservation as an optional
model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture
and farmland.

Would the project:

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland,
or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural
use, or a Williamson Act contract?

Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than Less Than No

Significant Significant Impact
with Impact

Mitigation

Incorporation

O U X

O
X

4.2.1 Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Question 4.2 -Agricultural Resources

impacts to agricultural land would occur.

4.2.2 Measures to Minimize Harm

None required.

The proposed project site is located partially within Caltrans right of way and partially within the limits of
an active sand and gravel mine. The land is zoned for mining and transportation uses; therefore, no

13
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4.3

AIR QUALITY

Where available, the significance criteria
established by the applicable air quality
management or air pollution control district might

be

relied upon to make the following

determinations.

Would the project:

4.3.1

The proposed project qualifies as a Safety-Maintenance Project, and would not add capacity or increase
traffic volumes. As such, it is exempt from all emissions analysis pursuant to Table 2 of CFR § 93.126.
This type of project also is identified in the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Transportation

Potentially Less Than

Significant Significant

Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporation

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of [ ]

the applicable air quality plan?

Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation?

Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard (including releasing emissions that
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?

Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people?

(|

a O
O O
O O

Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Question 4.3- Air Quality

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Conformity Rule category of exempt projects (40 CFR Parts 51 and 53, § 51.462).

The project would not interfere with or delay implementation of Transportation Control Measures in the
State Implementation Plan applicable to the project area. There would be no significant adverse air quality

No
Impact

impacts due to project construction activities, and there would be no operational air quality impacts.

4.3.2 Measures to Minimize Harm

None are required; however, the following standard measures will be followed to further reduce potential

of generation of fugitive dust during construction:

» All clearing, grubbing, grading, earth moving, or excavation activities shall cease during periods of

high winds to prevent excessive amounts of fugitive dust.
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All trucks that haul excavated or grade material off site shall comply with the State Vehicle Code
Section 23114.

All active portions of the site and unpaved on-site roads shall be periodically watered with
environmentally safe dust suppressant to prevent excessive amounts of dust. -

Areas disturbed by clearing, grading, earth moving, or excavation operations shall be minimized to
prevent excessive amounts of fugitive dust.

On-site vehicle speed shall not exceed 15 miles per hour.

Construction equipment engines shall be maintained in good condition and in proper tune as per
manufacturers’ specifications.
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4.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Potentially Less Than Less Than No

Would the project: Significant  Significant Significant ~ Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporation
= Have a substantial adverse effect, either O E O D

directly or through habitat modifications, on
any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by
the California Department of Fish and Game
(CDFG) or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

=  Have a substantial adverse effect on any O X O O
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, and regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or
US Fish and Wildlife Service?

» Have a substantial adverse effect on federally [ ] X [l D
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404
of the Clean Water Act (including, but not
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

» Interfere substantially with the movement of [] O X l
any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?

= Conflict with any local policies or ordinances i O O] 4!
protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?

*  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted [] ] U D
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

4.4.1 Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Question 4.4- Biological Resources

A review of the CDFG’s Natural Diversity Database was conducted to determine if any sensitive species
have the potential to occur in the project area. The results indicate three species with potential:
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= The Slender-horned spineflower (dodecahema leptoceras).
s The Two-striped garter snake (thamnophis hammondii)
» The San Diego horned lizard (phrynosoma coronatum blainvillei) (See Figure 5).

Figure 6- Potentially Occurring Sensitive Species

_Common Name Scientific Name Listing" Preferred Habitat Impact
Slender-horned Dodecahema FE Alluvial sage scrub Not likely
spineflower leptoceras SE vegetation on sandy

IB flood-deposited

| rivers and washes

| Two-striped Thamnoephis FSC Riparian and Possible
garter snake hammondii CsC freshwater marshes

SP with perennial water
San Diego Phrynosoma FSC Valley-foothill Possible
horned lizard coronatum CSC hardwood, conifer,
blainvillei SP and riparian habitats,
pine-cypress, juniper
and annual
grasslands habitats
below 6, 000 feet,
open country,
especially sandy
areas, washes,
floodplains, and
windblown deposits.

None of these species were observed within the project area during field surveys, and no suitable habitat
was found to be present for the Slender-horned spineflower. Existing habitat at the site is only marginal
for the San Diego horned lizard because of a large concentration of concrete rubble and minimal amounts
of friable sandy soils; however, suitable habitat does exist for this species in the surrounding area.

The perennial water source and riparian habitat also provide suitable habitat at the project site for the two-
striped garter snake. Roosting bats and nesting birds are considered sensitive resources and protected by
federal and state laws. Both bats and swallows have been known to use the SR-14 bridge as a nesting site.

Sensitive plant communities in the project area include the southern willow scrub riparian zone. The
proposed project would permanently impact 0.07 acres of riparian habitat, and temporarily impact 0.12
acres. This area is considered a state and federally jurisdictional wetland that will require permits and close
coordination with resource agencies.

* FE- Federally Listed as Endangered, FSC- Federal Special Concern Species, SE- State Listed as Endangered, CSC-
California Special Concern Species, 1B- California Native Plant Society Listed as Rare, Threatened, or Endangered
Thronghout Their Range, SP-State Protected
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4.4.2 Measures to Minimize Harm’

Construction storage will be in a designated non-sensitive area. Construction equipment and materials
will be stored outside of the channel (defined as the top of slope to top of slope), away from the stream
banks. No equipment maintenance will be performed in the streambed.

Pre-construction surveys will be conducted to ensure the absence of both the San Diego horned lizard
and the two-striped garter snake at the time of construction. If either of these species were to be found,
appropriate measures would be taken in coordination with the appropriate resource agencies to protect
the species.

Pre-construction surveys will be conducted to determine the presence or absence of roosting bats and
nesting birds before construction. If roost sites are found, protective measures will be developed in
coordination with the appropriate resource agencies to protect the species.

Vegetation removed as part of this project will be replaced on-site at a 10:1 ratio for permanent
impacts and 5:1 ratio for temporary impacts.

A detailed Vegetation Replacement Mitigation Plan will be developed and will include a monitoring
plan for a S-year period. Revegetation will entail using native plant material (primarily willow,
mulefat, and California Buckwheat). Revegetation will be completed within one year after
construction is completed.

A conservation easement will be acquired encompassing what is currently the Caltrans drainage
easement. This area will be permanently preserved, and future disturbance will be prohibited.

The following permits will be obtained through coordination with the appropriate resource agencies:
s 1601 Streambed Alteration Agreement (CDFG)

* 404 Permit (USACOE)

= 401 Permit (CRWQCB)

All provisions required by these permits will be incorporated into the project specifications, and a
mutually acceptable mitigation plan will be prepared.

5 Additional measures may be required as part of the biological permitting for this project.
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4.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

= Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as
defined in ‘15064.5?

s Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to ‘15064.5?

*» Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

*  Disturb any human remains, including those
interred outside of formal cemeteries?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

O

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporation

O

O

Less Than No
Significant Impact
Impact

O X
O X
O X
O D

4.5.1 Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Question 4.5- Cultural Resources

A Cultural Resource Review was conducted for the proposed project that determined no known cultural
resources exist directly within the Area of Potential Effect (APE); therefore, no project impacts are
expected to occur. Consultation was initiated with The Native American Heritage Commission, and
Caltrans will continue to coordinate with the appropriate groups to ensure the protection of any Native

American resources.

4.5.2 Measures to Minimize Harm

» It is Caltrans policy that if cultural materials appear during construction, work will stop in the
immediate area. The District 7 Cultural Resources staff will be notified upon such discovery and
appropriate measures will be performed to mitigate impacts to the resource. Work may only resume

with approval from the Caltrans archaeologist.

» If human remains are exposed during construction, State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 states
that no further disturbance shall occur until the county coroner has made the necessary findings as to
origin and disposition, pursuant to Public Resource Code 5097.98. Upon such discovery, the Division
of Environmental Planning shall be notified immediately. Prior to resuming work, the appropriate

mitigation measures will be coordinated with the State Historic Preservation Officer.
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4.6 GEOLOGY AND SOILS
Potentially Less Than Less Than No

Would the project: Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporation
* Expose people or structures to potential [ ] il O X

substantial adverse effects, including the risk
of loss, injury, or death involving:

a) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as [ ] O O N
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo

Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the

State Geologist for the area or based on other

substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer

to Division of Mines and Geology Special

Publication 42.

b) Strong seismic ground shaking?

¢) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

d) Landslides?

=  Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss
of topsoil?

O OO0 00
O OO0 oO0d
O OO o000
K XX XX

= Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in
on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

= Be located on expansive soil, as defined in ! | O X
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or

property?

» Have soils incapable of adequately [ ] O O X
supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the
disposal of wastewater?

4.6.1 Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Question 4.6- Geology and Soils
The proposed project would install a check dam within the existing Tick Canyon Wash to reduce erosion at

the site. The proposed project is located within a seismically active area of southern California; however,
due to the nature of the project, consideration of seismic loads are not considered necessary. The project
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would not be expected to expose people or structures to risk relating to seismic activities. Liquifaction
analysis will be conducted, if warranted, in conformance with requirements of the State of California
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 117. No use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems would be associated with the proposed project.

4.6.2 Measures to Minimize Harm

None required.
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4.7 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
Potentially Less Than Less Than No

Would the project: Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporation
» Create a significant hazard to the public or [] ] H X

the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials?

= Create a significant hazard to the public or D | O E
the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials
into the environment?

* FEmit hazardous emissions or handle [] O O X
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile
of an existing or proposed school?

* Be located on a site which is included ona [] O O X
list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

*  For a project located within an airport land [] O | X
use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport
or public use airport, would the project
result in a safety hazard for people residing
or working in the project area?

*  For a project within the vicinity of a private [ ] O [l X
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?

* Impair implementation of or physically [ ] [l | X
interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?

= Expose people or structures to a significant [ ] O [ X
risk of loss, injury or death involving
wildland fires, including where wildlands are
adjacent to wurbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?
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4.7.1 Discussion of Environmental Analysis Question 4.7- Hazards and Hazardous Materials

An Initial Site Assessment (ISA) was performed that determined there is no potential for hazardous waste
at the proposed project site. There would be no routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous material
associated with the project, and there would be no expected release or emissions of hazardous substances
associated with construction of the project. Due to the nature of the proposed project, there would be no
expected impacts to airports, emergency plans, or exposure to wildland fires.

4.7.2 Measures to Minimize Harm

None are required; however, the following standard measures will be followed to further enhance safety
during construction:

» A fire prevention and control program will be established that limits activity in and adjacent to
flammable vegetation, and assures the availability of a full water truck should a fire start within the
project area.

s In the event that excavation reveal unknown potentially hazardous materials, Caltrans policy would
require work to halt in the vicinity until the area in question is investigated and proper mitigation is
proposed.
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4.8 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
Potentially Less Than
Would the project: Significant Significant
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporation

Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements?

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies
or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net
deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the
local groundwater table level (e.g., the
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells
would drop to a level which would not
support existing land uses or planned uses
for which permits have been granted)?

Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or
river, in a manner which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-
site?

Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or
river, or substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner that
would result in flooding on- or off-site?

Create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

Otherwise substantially degrade water
quality?

Place housing within a 100-year flood
hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate
Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area
structures that would impede or redirect
flood flows?

O

O

O

Less Than No
Significant Impact
Impact

X
O
O X
X O
O X
O X
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No

Would the project: Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporation
» Expose people or structures to a significant [ ] O O X
risk of loss, injury or death involving
flooding, including flooding as a result of
the failure of a levee or dam?
= Inundation by seishi, tsunami, or mudflow? O (il O X

4.8.1 Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Question 4.8- Hydrology and Water Quality

The proposed project would install a check dam to reduce erosion at the SR-14 Bridge, and would not
retain or store water. During construction and operation of the project, water flow will be maintained at all
times; therefore, groundwater supplies and water percolation would not be impacted. There would be no
additional surface runoff generated by the project. The project would not lead to substantial erosion,
siltation, or flooding on-site or off-site. There would be no exposure of people or structures to flooding,
seishi, tsunami, or mudflows associated with the proposed project. The project would not be located
within a 100-year flood zone.

The Santa Clara River watershed is listed as impaired pursuant to Section 303 (d) of the Clean Water Act.
Pollutants of concern exist downstream of the proposed project, including nutrients, salts, coliform
bacteria, and historic pesticides; however, due to the nature of the project, there would be no changes to
the loading of these pollutants into the watershed. There would be no operational sources for pollutant
discharge, and measures would be taken to minimize potential construction impacts (See Section 4.8.2).

4.8.2 Measures to Minimize Harm

»  Construction will be limited to low-flow periods to minimize impacts to water quality.

=  Flows will in no way be impeded at any time during construction. The contractor may culvert water
through the work area, if necessary, or use another method, pending approval by Caltrans and the
appropriate resource agencies. At the end of construction all aspects of diversion will be removed.

= No foreign material (concrete, oil, fuel, excavated material) will be allowed to enter the active
streambed.

» The contractor shall provide a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and erosion control
plan. The plans must be approved by the Resident Engineer (RE) and submitted for approval to the
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB).

» The following permits are required as part of the water pollution control for this project:

* 401 Permit (California Regional Water Quality Control Board)
* 404 Permit (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers)

All provisions required by these permits will be incorporated into the project specifications, and a
mutually acceptable mitigation plan will be prepared.
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4.9

LAND USE AND PLANNING

Would the project:

Physically divide an established community?

Conflict with any applicable land use plan,
policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but
not limited to the general plan, specific plan,
local coastal program, or zoning ordinance)
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

Conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

O
O

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporation

]
O

Less Than No
Significant Impact
Impact

O X
X O
O X

4.9.1 Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Question 4.9- Land Use Planning

The proposed project would not divide an established community, nor would it conflict with any
applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan. The proposed project would
impact vegetation planted as part of mitigation for another transportation project. This mitigation was
required for the California Department of Fish and Game 1601 Streambed Alteration Agreement and the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 404 Permit; both agencies have jurisdiction over the currently proposed

project.

4.9.2 Measures to Minimize Harm

The removal of vegetation required for construction of the proposed project will be replanted on-site at

a ratio of 10:1 for permanent impacts and 5:1 for temporary impacts.

A conservation easement will be acquired encompassing what is currently the Caltrans drainage

easement. This area will be permanently preserved, and future disturbance will be prohibited.
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410 MINERAL RESOURCES
Potentially Less Than Less Than No

Would the project: Significant  Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporation
= Result in the loss of availability of a known I:_] O O X

mineral resource that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the state?

»  Result in the loss of availability of a locally [] O O X
important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

4.10.1 Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Question 4.10- Mineral Resources

The proposed project would install a check dam within the existing Tick Canyon Wash. The land is
currently zoned for mining and transportation use. The surrounding property is currently used for sand and
gravel mining; however, the proposed project would not impact this mining activity, and no loss of mineral
resources is expected.

4.10.2 Measures to Minimize Harm

None required.
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4.11

NOISE

Would the project result in:

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise
levels in excess of standards established in
the local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?

Exposure of persons to or generation of
excessive  groundborne  vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

A substantial permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?

A substantial temporary or periodic increase
in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?

For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport
or public use airport, would the project
expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels?

For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

O

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporation

O

4.11.1 Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Question 4.11- Noise

The proposed project would install a check dam within the existing Tick Canyon Wash. The proposed
project site is located adjacent to an active sand and gravel mining company on the west, south, and east
sides, and by SR-14 on the north side. It was determined that there are no noise sensitive receptors in the
area, and that no noise studies are required. The proposed project would have no operational noise

impacts.

During construction, there may be temporary generation of noise due to pile driving and the use of heavy
machinery; however, these noise levels would not be expected to exceed applicable standards or expose

persons to excessive noise levels.

Less Than No
Significant Impact
Impact

O Y
O Y
O X
O X
O X
O X
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4.11.2 Measures to Minimize Harm

None are required; however, the following standard measures will be followed to further reduce the
potential for construction noise impacts:

= The contractor shall comply with all local sound control and noise level rules, regulations and
ordinances that apply to any work performed pursuant to the contract.

* Each internal combustion engine, used for any purpose on the job or related to the job, shall be
equipped with a muffler of a type recommended by the manufacturer. No internal combustion engine
shall be operated on the project without the muffler.

29



Initial Study- Proposed Check Dam at Tick Canyon (EA: 4E2400)

4.12 POPULATION AND HOUSING
Potentially Less Than Less Than No

Would the project: Significant  Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporation
* Induce substantial population growth in an O U O X

area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or
indirectly (for example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)?

= Displace substantial numbers of existing O O O X
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

= Displace substantial numbers of people, | [ [:I X
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

4.12.1 Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Question 4.12- Population and Housing

The proposed project would install a check dam within the existing Tick Canyon Wash and would not
impact population growth in the area. No housing or persons would be displaced as a result of the project
that would necessitate the construction of housing elsewhere.

4.12.2 Measures to Minimize Harm

None required.
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4.13 PUBLIC SERVICES
Potentially Less Than Less Than No

Would the project result in: Significant  Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporation
Substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the public
services:
»  Fire protection? | O O X
=  Police protection? O O O =
»  Schools? O Ol O X
*  Parks? ] 1 O X
»  Other public facilities? O O O X

4.13.1 Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Question 4.13- Public Services

The proposed project would install a check dam within the existing Tick Canyon Wash and would not
impact the service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives of any public facilities.

4.13.2 Measures to Minimize Harm

None required.
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4.14 RECREATION
Potentially Less Than Less Than No

Would the project: Significant  Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporation
« Increase the use of existing neighborhood [ ] O O] X

and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical
deterioration of the facility would occur or
be accelerated?

s Include recreational facilities or require the O O O X
construction or expansion of recreational
facilities that might have an adverse physical
effect on the environment?

4.14.1 Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Question 4.14— Recreation

The proposed project would install a check dam within the existing Tick Canyon Wash and would not
impact any recreational facilities.

4.14.2 Measures to Minimize Harm

None required.
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4.15 TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
Potentially Less Than Less Than No

Would the project: Significant  Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporation
*  Cause an increase in traffic that is substantial [ ] 4 O 3

in relation to the existing traffic load and
capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a
substantial increase in either the number of
vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on
roads, or congestion at intersections)?

*  Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, [ ] | O [
a level of service standard established by the
county congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?

®» Result in a change in air traffic patterns, O | O X
including either an increase in traffic levels
or a change in location that results in
substantial safety risks?

=  Substantially increase hazards due to a O O O X
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

=  Result in inadequate emergency access?

= Result in inadequate parking capacity?

Oodod
Oodo
O oo
XX KX

= Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or

programs supporting alternative
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle
racks)?

4.15.1 Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Question 4.15— Transportation and Traffic

The proposed project would install a check dam within the existing Tick Canyon Wash, and would have
no impacts to transportation or traffic in the arca.

4.15.2 Measures to Minimize Harm

None required.

33



Initial Study- Proposed Check Dam at Tick Canyon (EA: 4£2400)

4.16

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Would the project:

Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of
the applicable Regional Water Quality
Control Board?

Require or result in the construction of new
water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

Require or result in the construction of new
storm water drainage facilities or expansion
of existing facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental
effects?

Have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project from existing entitlements
and resources, or are new or expanded
entitlements needed?

Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider that serves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to
serve the project’s projected demand in
addition to the provider’s existing
commitments?

Be served by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the
project’s solid waste disposal needs?

Comply with federal, state, and local statutes
and regulations related to solid waste?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

O

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporation

O

O

Less Than
Significant
Impact

O

No
Impact

4.16.1 Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Question 4.16- Utilities and Service Systems

The proposed project would install a check dam within the existing Tick Canyon Wash and would not
have any operational impacts relating to wastewater or landfill requirements. There is potential for small
amounts of construction waste; however, this would be expected to have minimal impacts on the capacity
of local landfills. The proposed project would comply with all applicable federal, state, and local statutes

in relation to solid waste.
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4.16.2 Measures to Minimize Harm

None are required; however, Best Management Practices (BMPs) and recycling programs will be used
when possible to reduce the amount of construction waste resulting from the proposed project.
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4.17 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

»  Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, [:| X
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a
plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory?

* Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively O =
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects
of a project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future
projects)?

*  Does the project have environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse ] X
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

4.17.1 Discussion of Environmental Evaluation 4.17- Mandatory Findings of Significance

The proposed project would install a check dam within the existing Tick Canyon Wash, and would not
degrade the quality of the environment or substantially reduce the habitat for any fish or wildlife species.

The project would not threaten any fish or wildlife species, and would not eliminate important examples
of periods of California history or prehistory.

The check dam would reduce erosion at the SR-14 bridge, which is the result of cumulative impacts from
upstream development and downstream mining activities. The project would be expected to improve
water quality downstream. The proposed project would not have adverse direct or indirect impacts on
human beings.

4.17.2 Measures to Minimize Harm

None required.
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5.0 CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION
5.1 Scoping

CEQA does not require formal scoping for projects when an IS is prepared; however, a 30-day scoping
period was provided to allow area agencies and government officials to make comment. A Notice of
Scoping/Initiation of Studies was mailed October 9, 2001, to elected officials, government agencies, and
other resource agencies with potential for concern and/or interest in the proposed project (See Appendix
E). The deadline for submittal of responses to the Caltrans Division of Environmental Planning was set for
November 16, 2001; however, all responses received after this date were taken under consideration during
the preparation of this IS (See Appendix F).

5.2 Coordination with Resource Agencies and Curtis Sand and Gravel Company

There has been ongoing coordination between Caltrans and both CDFG and The USACOE to ensure that
the proposed project meets the safety and design goals and also protects sensitive resources that exist in the
project area. Several field meetings have been held to discuss concerns of both agencies regarding
construction of the check dam, and options continue to be discussed regarding mitigation for potential
impacts to this area.

The USACOE is requiring the Curtis Sand and Gravel Company to immediately remove concrete that is
currently being stored directly adjacent to Tick Canyon Wash. Portions of concrete existing within the
streambed will also be removed. There have been several meetings held at the proposed project site with
staff present from Caltrans, the USACOE, and the Curtis Sand and Gravel Company, in effort to
coordinate the removal of the concrete and the proposed check dam installation.

5.3 Circulation

This draft IS will be circulated to local elected officials and agencies to provide opportunity for their
comments. The document will also be available for review at local area libraries and at the Caltrans
District 7 Office.
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6.0 LIST OF PREPARERS

Fouad Abdelkerim
Senior Transportation Engineer

Gary Iverson
Office Chief
Division of Environmental Planning

Claudia Harbert
Associate Environmental Planner

Barbara Marquez
Associate Environmental Planner

Jack Liu
Transportation Engineer

Joel Megana
Transportation Engineer

Cathy Wright
Office Chief
Division of Environmental Planning

Marieka Schrader
Environmental Planner

Physical Environmental Studies
October, 2001

Cultural Resource Review
September, 2001
Negative Historical Property Survey Report

October, 2001

Natural Environmental Study Report
November, 2001

Hazardous Waste Assessment
October, 2001

Hydraulic Study Report
March, 2002

Document Preparation

Document Preparation
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Categorical Exclusion



CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION
CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION/PROGRAMMATIC CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION
DETERMINATION FORM

07-LA-14 KP 56.93 (PM 35.34) 4E2400 200203001

Dist.-Co.-Rte. (or Local Agency) KP (P.M.) E.A. (State project) CE No.
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: (Briefly describe project, purpose, location, limits, right-of-way requirements, and activities involved.)

The proposed project would install a check dam at Tick Canyon Wash, located on SR-14 near Soledad
Canyon Road in Los Angeles County. The check dam would serve to alleviate scour at the SR-14
Bridge. Permits required for this project are 404, 401, and 1601 (Please see attached).

CEQA COMPLIANCE (for State Projects only)

Based on examination of this proposal, supporting information, and the following statements (See 14 CCR 15300 et seq.):

. If this project falls within exempt class 3, 4, 5, 6 or 11, it does not impact an environmental resource of hazardous or
critical concern where designated, precisely mapped and officially adopted pursuant to law.

e  There will not be a significant cumulative effect by this project and successive projects of the same type in the same
place, over time.

e  Thereis not a reasonable possibility that the project will have a significant effect on the environment due to unusual
circumstances.

o  This project does not damage a scenic resource within an officially designated state scenic highway.

e  This project is not located on a site included on any list compiled pursuant to Govt. Code § 65962.5 (“Cortese List’).

+ This project does not cause a substantiai adverse change in the significance of a historical resource.

CALTRANS CEQA DETERMINATION

[J Exempt by Statute (PRC 21080)

Based on an examination of this proposal, supporting information, and the above statements, the project is:

[ Categorically Exempt. Class 12, or [] General Rule exemption (This project does not fall within an exempt class, but it can
be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that the activity may have a significant effect on the environment [CCR

15061(b}3)})

NA N/A
Signature: Environmental Office Chief Date Signature: Project Manager Date

NEPA COMPLIANCE (23 CFR771.117)

Based on examination of this proposal, supporting information, and the following statements.

«  This project does not have a significant impact on the environment as defined by the NEPA.

» This project does not involve substantial controversy on environmental grounds.

o  This project does not involve significant impacts on properties protected by Section 4(f) of the DOT Act or Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act.

. In nonattainment or maintenance areas for Federal air quality standards: this project comes from a currently conforming
plan and Transportation Improvement Program or is exempt form regional conformity.

«  This project is consistent with all Federal, State, & local laws, requirements or administrative determinations relating to the
environmental aspects of this action.

CALTRANS NEPA DETERMINATION

Based on an examination of this proposal, supporting information, and the statements above under “NEPA Compliance”, it is
determined that the project is a:

(] Programmatic Categorical Exclusion (PCE): Based on the evaluation of this project and supporting documentation in the
project files, all the conditions of the September 7, 1990 Programmatic Categorical Exclusion have been met.

X Categorical Exclusion (CE): For actions that do not individually or cumulatively have a significant environmental effect and are
excluded from the requirement to prepare an Environmental Assessment (EA) or ':'mmrmental Impact Statement (E|S). Require
FHWA dgtermination

A N 7 e 3/nfoz.

Signature/Environmepjal Office Chief Date “Signature: Project Manager Date
(It all Stale & Lbeal CEs) (PM. for all State CEs / DLAE: for Local Asst.PCEs)

7
FHWA DETERMINATION (if applicable)
Based on the evaluation of this project and the sta?ems above, it is detgrmined that the project meets the criteria ofandis

properly classified as a Categorical Exclusion. J o g’) i
NIRENSREFABLE 3o

Signature: FHWA Transpartation Engineer Date

@ Additional information attached or referenced
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Preliminary Design Layouts
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B2- Work Access Plan
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B5- Check Dam Elevation



Anchor Wall Elevation
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Appendix C

List of Acronyms



APE
BMPs
Caltrans
CDFG
CE
CEQA
CIP
EPA

ft

HOV

IS

ISA

m

mi

ND
NEPA
RE
RWQCB
SR-14
STP
SWPPP
USACOE

List of Acronyms

Areaof Potential Effect

Best Management Practices

California Department of Transportation
California Department of Fish and Game
Categorical Exemption/Exclusion
California Environmental Quality Act
Cast-in-place

Environmental Protection Agency

Feet

High Occupancy Vehicle

Initial Study

Initial Site Assessment

Meters

Miles

Negative Declaration

National Environmental Policy Act
Resident Engineer

Regional Water Quality Control Board
State Route 14

State Implementation Plan

Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
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Summary of Measuresto Minimize Harm



{ FILENAME }- TICK CANYON CHECK DAM (EA: 4E2400)

Environmental

Mitigation Measure

Timing of Mitigation

Unit Responsible for

Concern Mitigation Monitoring
Air Quality 1 All clearing, grubbing, grading, earth moving, or excavation | Construction Resident Engineer (RE)
activities shall cease during period of high winds to prevent
excessive amounts of fugitive dust.
Air Quality 2 All trucks that haul excavated material off site shall comply | Construction RE
with the State Vehicles Code Section 23114.
Air Quality 3 AII_act_ive portions off site _and unp:a_tved on-site roads shall be | ~ongtruction RE
periodically watered with environmentally safe dust
suppressants to prevent excessive amounts of dust.
Air Quality 4 Areas disturbed by clearing, grading earth moving, or | Design/Construction Environmental/RE
excavation operations shall be minimized to prevent
excessive amounts of fugitive dust.
Air Quality 5 On-site vehicle speed shall not exceed 15 mile per hour. Construction RE
Air Quality 6 Construction equipment engines shall be maintained in good | Construction RE
condition and in proper tune as per manufacturers
specifications.
Biological Construction storage will be in a designated non-sensitive | Construction RE
Resources 1 area. Construction equipment will be stored outside of the
channel (defined as top of dope to top of slope), away from
the stream banks. No equipment maintenance will be
performed in the streambed.
Biological Pre-construction surveys will be conducted to determine the | pre construction Environmental
Resour ces 2 presence of absence of both the San Diego horned lizard and

the two-striped garter snake at the time of construction. |If
either species is found, appropriate measures will be taken in
coordination with the appropriate resource agencies to
protect these species.

{PAGE }




{ FILENAME }- TICK CANYON CHECK DAM (EA: 4E2400)

Environmental

Mitigation Measure

Timing of Mitigation

Unit Responsible for

Concern Mitigation Monitoring
Biological Pre-construction surveys will be conducted to determine the | pra construction Environmental
Resour ces 3 presence or absence of roosting bats and nesting birds before

congtruction. If roost sites are found, protective measures

will be developed in coordination with the appropriate

resource agencies to protect these species.
Biological Vegetation removed as part of this project will be replaced | pog_congruction Environmental
Resour ces 4 on-site at a 10:1 ratio for permanent impacts, and a 5:1 ratio

for temporary impacts.
Land Usel
Biological A detailed Vegetation Replacement Mitigation Plan will be | prg congruction Environmental
Resources5 developed and will include a monitoring plan for a 5-year

period. Revegetation will entail using native plant material

(primarily willow, mulefat, and California buckwheat).

Revegetation will be completed within one year after

construction is completed.
Biological A conservation easement will be acquired encompassing | pegign/Pre-construction Right of Way/Environmental
Resources 6 what is currently the Caltrans drainage easement. This area

will be permanently preserved, and future disturbance will
Land Use?2 be prohibited.
Biological The following permits will be obtained through coordination | Pre-construction Environmental
Resources 7 with the appropriate agency:

= 1601 Streambed Alteration Agreement (California
Department of Fish and Game)

= 404 Permit (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers)

= 401 Permit (Cadlifornia Regional Water Quality Control
Board)

All provision required by these permits will be incorporated
into the project specifications, and a mutually acceptable
mitigation plan will be prepared.

{PAGE }




{ FILENAME }- TICK CANYON CHECK DAM (EA: 4E2400)

Environmental

Mitigation Measure

Timing of Mitigation

Unit Responsible for

Concern Mitigation Monitoring
Cultural It is Caltrans policy that if cultura material appear during | Construction RE
Resources 1 construction, work will stop in the immediate area. The
Digtrict 7 Cultural Resource staff will be notified upon such
discovery and appropriate measures will be performed to
mitigate impacts to the resource. Work may only resume
with approval from the Caltrans archaeologist.
Hazards 1 A fire prevention and control program will be established | Design Design/Environmental
that limits activity in and adjacent to flammable vegetation,
and assures the availability of afull water truck should afire
start within the project area.
Hazards 2 In the event that excavation reveals unknown potentially | Construction RE

hazardous materias, Caltrans policy would require work to
halt in the immediate vicinity until the area in question is
investigated and proper mitigation is proposed.

Water Quality 1

Construction will be limited to low-flow periods to minimize
impacts to water quality.

Construction

Environmental/RE

Water Quality 2

Flows will be in no way impeded at any time during
construction.  The contractor may culvert water through the
work area, if necessary, or use another method, pending
approval from Caltrans and the appropriate resource
agencies. At the end of construction all aspects of diversion
will be removed.

Construction

RE

Water Quality3

No foreign material (concrete, oil, fuel, excavated materia)
will be allowed to enter the active streambed.

Construction

RE

Water Quality 4

The contractor shall provide a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and erosion control plan. The
plans must be approved by the Resident Engineer (RE) and
submitted for approval to the Regiona Water Quality
Control Board.

Pre-construction

RE/Environmental

{PAGE }




{ FILENAME }- TICK CANYON CHECK DAM (EA: 4E2400)

Environmental
Concern

Mitigation Measure

Timing of Mitigation

Unit Responsible for
Mitigation Monitoring

Water Quality 5

The following permits are required as part of the water
pollution control for this project:

= Regiona Water quality Control Board 401 Permit
= U.S Army Corps of Engineers 404 Permit
= NPDES Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan

Pre-construction

Environmental

Noise 1

The contractor shall comply with al local sound control and | Construction RE
noise level rules, regulations and ordinances that apply to
any work performed pursuant to the contract.

Noise 2 Each internal combustion engine, used for any purpose on | congtruction RE

the job or related to the job, shall be equipped with a muffler
of a type recommended by the manufacturer. No internal
combustion engine shall be operated on the project without
the muffler.

{PAGE }
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—IUSIHESS AMD TRARSPORTATION AGENCY
DEFARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DISTRICT 7, 128 B0, BPRIKG BT,
LOF ANGELES, CA S0042-1608
TOD 213) #aT-L810

Oetober 3, 2001 File; 07-LA-14
KP 56.86 (PM 35.34)
Check Dam Installation
Al Tick Canyon Wash
EA4E2401

Responsible Agencies, Review Agencies,
Trustee Agencies, and individuals interesied
in the Check Dam Installation Project at Tick
Canyon Wash

Hotice of Scoping/Initat Studies

The California Department of Transportation (The Department) i=s initisting studies for
the installation of & check dam at Tick Canyon Wash on State Route 14 (SR-14), located
just west of Soledad Canvon Road in northemn Los Angeles County, The project has been
proposed 1o alleviate bridge scour that is occurring at the site.

Preliminery environmental resource studies indicate that the appropriate envirommental
docament would be a Focused Initial Study/Categorical Exclusion (CE), leading o a
Fecused Megative Declaration (NDWCE.

Please advise The Depariment within 30 days of any existing local facilities or planned
development in the smdy ares. During the course of study, The Department will work
cooperatively with other agencies and their siaffs in an effort to exchenge ideas, assure
that all pertinent factors are considered, and develop mitigation that might afford a
mutiially acceptable solution.

We would also welcome any other comments or suggestions you may have conceming
potential social, economic, and environmental impacts along the SR-14 project limits. If
requested, a public heanng will be held to discuss the project studies when sufficient data
has been developed.

Scoping Notice- Page 1




-2- Oicrober 3, 2001

We would be pleased to answer any questions you may have in regards 1o thiz project.
Please send your written comments by November 13, 2001 o

Ronald J. Kosinski

Dieputy Dstrict Director

Division of Environmental Planning, Mail Stop 16A
Califormia Department of Transportation

120+ 5. Spring Street

Las Angeles, CA 012

Attention: Maricka Schrader

If vou have any questions, please contact Marieka Schrader at (213) B97-04d4 (email:
Marieka, Sehraden@dot.ca.gov). The Department would you like to thank you for your
inserest in this important transportation study.

Sincerely,

-TR m_ 4

Reon skl __J

Deputy District Director
[ivision of Environmental Planning
Califermia Deparment of Transportation

Attachment

Scoping Notice- Page 2



Marc C Wong
NON-TRANSFERABLE


Appendix F

Scoping Comments



The Gas Company-

Transmittal

Tor CAUE DefT. oF Thawslubiinu DATE: “:;IZE 3/ 200

dos Awligles CalbE, Tool2-306 VIA;
s - [1 _-Mases
JELe w { ZRN R97- LN [qf”r.najl ol
[1 UPS

Attention:
Job Subject; [k - : W, A
Tie. o duﬂ.-mdrwfﬁ C"-'—:‘I'..E A N7ela-f4
P S Bo{pm 3=
Submitted Herewith; For Action Indicated: EA _5?5_3{4,‘: f
[d Atlas - fend -AJ [ 1 _Have Signed/Executed and Retumn o Us
[]1 Prints - — [ Per Your Request
[1 Tracings [ 1 _EorYourComment/Repaort
[] Other [ For Yeur Information

¥ 45re-GH-/
Remarks__/o: "II MAL = k—'q_-,
- . L o = ".t..l

- = ) b ™ 'r zE k_‘r ! _-‘;_,"I‘.q_,‘l'

SO0, Alsd (Gawe A Cugy A THE LeTTEe o Gl
Toansmissiow fJeaTD  Arzas ;i (aued Reeh | (A18)
2O/ 454 CEiaG  THAT  THEgs TRANS i sTioa; -

i -'-‘ir;}/ O L s Troms

Bleate #a ]
;‘mmﬂ(_ AT

=)
NOtpatesrspLe LB Chscionr

Prone_ (B G) 701-2543

F1- The Gas Company



Marc C Wong
NON-TRANSFERABLE


Southem
Caiifornia
Gaz Company”

A 6’ Sempra Enetgy company

Date: October 24, 2001

California Department of Transportation
Division of Envirenmental Planning

! vt Calfria
120 S Spring 5t
Los Angeles, CA 90012-3606 G Corpry
Sl ke e
Attn: Ronald J Kosinski el
Wil
Mimteg icesr
Subject; EA 4E2401 File 07-LA-14 Check Dam Installation at Tick f:n %;;;
Canyon Wash ririadn
MLFIN
o ST R
Northern Region Transmission, a Division of Southern California Gas i BB
Company, has no conflick with your proposad improvement.
Sinceraly,
NON=TR BLE
David Reed

Flanning Assistant
Transmission Department

“E4 4ETA0 Pl OF-LA-T4,000

F2- The Gas Company (Northern Region Transmission)
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515 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364
SACRAMENTO, CABSS1L
(B16) A53-8082

(015} B57-5330 - Fax

MATIVE AMERICAMN HERITAGE COMMISSION %—

Octobar 26, 2001

Marieka Schracer

Cablarnia Deparirment of Transpertalion
Civision of Environmental Flanning

120 5. Spring Street™S 1684

Los Angelag, CA DDD1Z

RE: SCH# 2001101102 — Chack Dam Instailation Project at Tick Canyon Wash

Dear Me. Schrader;

This Malive American Herilage Commission has reviewed the above mentioned Early Consultation. To edequatety
assess e peoject-refated impact on archasological resources, 1he Commissian reccomends e Tolowing Bction be reguinec:

1. Comad the apprapriate formation Cemer for a recoris search, The record search will daterming:
= Whather & pa o al ol the project area haa been previously survayed for cultural rescurces.
*  Whether eny known cullural resources have slready baen recorded on or adjacend 1o the project area
«  \Wmesher the peebabiity is low, modeeata, ar high thal cuRLE resorTes Gre lCated WnIn The project eea.
= Whesher a survey is required o delermine whether previously unrecorded cuilural resources B present

2. Ifa suneay Is required. the Bnal stage of the archasclogical inventory survey is the preparation of & professianal repon
dmukrgmmngammmmuﬁhammm and fiald sursay,

The report containing site significance and mitigation measurers should be submited immediately o
tha planning department.

= The sile forms and final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has bean
compisted to the Information Cantar.

L Contaa the Native American Heritage Commigsion for
* A Sacred Lands File Check.
*  Alist of appropriabe Maghwe Ameican Cortects for consultation concerming the project ile and asstsl in he
MEBEtan Maasines.

Lack of suface evidence of archaciagical redources does not praciude the existence of archeological resources. Lead
agencies shoud inchude provisians lor astidentaly disoovensd archeclogisal resources during conslrucsion per Galilarmia
Enwironmantal Quality Aot (GECA) §15084.5 {1, Healh and Safety Code §7060.6 and Publi: Ressurces Code 55097 .28
mandates the process 1o be foilowed in the svent of an accidental discovery of any human @mnains in a ocation ol ihana

didicated cemetery and should be mcludad in all ervronmental documants. if you have any questions, please contact me af
(818) 853-4034.

Sincerely,

NON-FRANSEERABLE
Aol Wood
Emvirenmantal Spaciaist 1]

o Slate Cleannghouss

F3- Native American Heritage Commission
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23520 Valarcia Bl Phors

Suile 300 (541) 268-2489
Sanca Claria Fax
Califemia 91355-2156 (561) 258-B125
Wabsite waw sania-cianiacom

wity of

Santa Clarita

Cetober 15, 2001

Mr. Ronald J, Rosinski
Deputy District Director
Divizion of Environmental Planning, Mail Stop 164
Calilornia Dﬁpartm::nt u:"'t"ratmpnrtatinn

120 South Spring Street

Los Angeles, (04 80012

Attention: Mareks Schrader

Bubject: Check Dam Installation at Tick Canyon Wash

Diear Mr, Kosinski:

Thank you for allowing the City of Santa Clarita to comment on your propased
highway improvement. Based on the information that was provided, the City
hes no comments at this time. Onee plans are prepared, please transmit a

copy to the City of Santa Clarita.

Again, thenk you for allowing the City to comment on your project. [f you have
any questions, please don’t hesitate to call me at (661) 255-4330,

Sinceraly,

e
G @542

Fred Follstad, AICP

Zenior Planner
FLF:kdl

5 p|:|:s Yowrrent i tick CANYOT letter

@

PRIMTER R RECYTLEN FAPER

F4- City of Santa Clarita
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AUUTHERR CALIFORM A

=~

ASSOCIATION of Dieputy District Director

Mavember 13, 2001

GREERNMEETS Div. of Environmental Planning, Mail Stop 184
Califormia Department of Transpartation
Maln Dffice ATTENTION: Marieka Schrader
S W] Sevienth Sireet 120 5. Spring Strest
. 2 Los Angeles, CA 90012-3318
ok Argebes, California
JOOLT3EEE RE: SCAG Clearinghouse 120010616 Check Dam Installation
1) 2384820 Dear Mr. Kosinski:
Tieisl eydafag

We have reviewed the above referenced document and detzmmined that it is
mok regionally significant per Areawide Claaninghouss critena. Therefore, the
project does not wamant clearinghouse comments &t this ime.  Should thers
be a change in the scopa of the praject, we would apgreciata the oppartunity to
review and comment at that time.

A description of the project will b published in the November 15, 2001
Intergovernmental Review Repor for public review and comment

The project title and SCAG Clearinghouse number shoukd be used inall
comespandence with SCAG conceming this project. Comespendanca shauld
be sent to the attention of the Clearnghouse Coordinator. IF you have any
questions, please contact me at (213) 236-1887,

I.r\ -_|:" L_I\@?Eg ... .'
| %Z’f’u

. SMITH, AICP
~ Serdor Plannar
Intergovemnmental Review

ey Trearaie Crrriase
[

mcian Leasty fidsprmim Cranisss
88 Dinid. v il

@ .

F5- Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG)
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
FIRE DEPARTMENT

1330 NOATH BAST ERN MEMIE
LOE AMOELES CALFDIRRE, B00E0 2504

{327) 8004330

P. WMECHAEL FREEMARN
FRAE CHIEF
FORESTEA & PIRE WaRDEN

Movember 1, 2001

Ronald J, Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Eavironmental Planning

Mail Siop 16 A

California Department of Transpomation

120 5. Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

ATTN. Marieka Schrader

Mr. Kosinski;

NOTICE OF SCOPING/INITIATION OF STUDIES FOR THE PROPOSED
TICK CANYON WASH DAM IN SANTA CLARITA - (EIR#1250/2001)

The Notice of Seoping/Initiation of Smdies for the Tick Canyon Wash Dam in Santa Claria has besn
reviewed by the Plarming, Land Development, and Forestry Divisions of the County of Los Angeles
Fire Department. The following are their comments:

N v i -

The County of Los Angeles Fire Department, Land Development Unit appreciates the opporminiy o

comment on this project.  This project, as proposed, does not appear w have a significant impact
resuiring comment froms the Land Devclopment Unit at this tiene.

Specific fire and life safery requirements for the constrection phase will be addressed ar the Building

and Fire Safety plan check. There may be additional fire and life safety reguirements during this
time.

Should any gquestions arise regarding subdivision, water systems, or access please contact Inspecior
Michac! McHargue at (323) B90-4243,

SEAVING THE UNNCORPORATED AREAS OF LOS ANGELES GOLINTY AND THE CITIES OF:

AR HILLE BRADSURY CunaHy HAWTHORRE L B A BLALEL PRI

ARTES CALADAGES DAMAAIND D4R HICDEN FaL LA PUENTE L <] FRSCHO FRLOS VIRDES
AEUES SRRSO CURATE HUMTIRGTOM PARE LAMEWDOD KOFR#ALE FOLLING HLLS
BALDAN PARE SERPITRG L mdsTE IMCLETTRY LARCEATES PalBalE PG HALS ESTATES
EELL CLAMEWONT  GARDENA INGLEWGOD LEEOLE PALDS VERDES ESTATEZ  FOSCMZAD

BELL GeRiDENE  COMAVERCE  (UERDORA IPMKDELE LOAATA. PERATIINT Sy CERAS
BELLIEAATE 1 e sy ARREA sk Erde L& CANATLFUMTRICGE ETWADI00 P R EA, SONTR CLARITEE

F6- County of L os Angeles Fire Department (Page 1)




Eonald J. Kosingli, Deputy District Director
November 1, 2001
Page 2

OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES:

The statutory responsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire Departmen: Forestry Division include
erosion comrol, watershed management, rare and endangered species, vepetation, fuel modificadon
for Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones or Fire Zone 4, archeological and coltural resources and
the County COak Tree Ordinance. Potential impacts in these areas should be addresssd in famre
Environmentzl Impact Reports.

If you have any additional questions, please contact this office at (323) 890-4330.
Very truly yours,

DAVID R. LEININGER, ACTING CHIEF, FORESTRY DIVISION
FREVENTION BUREAT

DEL:crc

County of Los Angeles Fire Department (Page 2)
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California Regional Water Quality Control Board

Los Angeles Region
Winstes H. Hickox 320 W dih Sweer, Suia 200, Las Argeles, Califomia 90013 Gy s
Fecrmtary fov Phone (213} 5766500 FAX (T13) ST6-6640 Gz
ERuiranmeial Ietemei Addnesr: Tepoivwresaech.2a povirvgehd

Frousriion

Japnoary 15, 2002

Californis Department of Transportation

Divizion of Environmental Planning

120 5. Spring Street™S 164320 West Temple Street
Loz Angeles, CA 90012

RE: CEQA DOCUMEMNTATION FOR FROTECT IN THE SANTA CLARA WATERSHED
Dear Sir or Madam,

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the CEQA documentation for the above-mentioned
praject. For your information a [ist of permitting requirements and Regional Board Cortacts is provided
in Attachment A beretn.

The projeet site lies in the Santa Clara watershed that was listed as being impaired pursuant to Section
303 {d) of the Clean Water Act. Impairmenis listed in reaches downstream from the proposed project
include nutrients and their effects, salts, coliform bacteris, and historic pesticides. The Los Anpelss
Regional Water Quality Controf Board will be developing Total Maximum Deaily Loads (TMDLs] tor the
watershed, but the proposed project is expested to proceed before applicable TMDLs are adopted. [n the
interion, the Regional Board must carefully evaluate the potential impacts of new projects thatl may
discharge o impaired waterbodies.

Chur review of vour documeniation shows that it does not mclode mformation an how this project will
chanpe the loading of these pollutants inte the watershed. Please provide the following additional
nformation [or hoth the canstruction and eperational phises of the project.

»  For each constituent listed above, please provide an estimate of the concentration (ppb) and
load (Tba/dey) from non-point and poink seurce discharges.

o Estirnates of the amount of additional nnoff generated by the project during wet and dry
REASONS.

=  Estimate of the amount of increased or decreased percolation duse to the project.

California Envirpnmental Protection Agency

L Recyitod Papir
Chice inission (9 0 prerers omd erivaece She queldty of CliGenio T wanes resoaroer far tie benedr ofprenear oo i geoessiomn

F7- California Regional Water Quality Control Board (Page 1)




Page 2 or Jarmary 14, 2002

« Estimates of the net change in cubic feet per second of groundwater and surface water
cantmibutions under kistorie drought conditions {as cormpiled by local water purveyors, the
Departmens of Water Resources, and others), and 10-year S-year and 1d-year flood
conditioms,

[f vou have any guestions please call me at (213) 576-6683,
Simcerely,
NON\TRANSFERABLE
| .. Elizabeth Erickson
1"-\" " Associsted Geologist, TMDL Unit
Los Anceles Regional Water CQusality Control Board

EE
Attachments

Ce: file
State Clearinghouse{2001 101 102)

Catifornia Envirenmental Protection Agency

e sraian 4 e prastereand enbance thegualie of Califareia s waler reraurces fir e Dawefl of presant and fithure gereratiaed

California Regional Water Quality Control Board (Page 2)
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Mailing List



Mailing List —Elected Officials

Honorable Laurene Weste

Mayor

City of Santa Clarita

23920 Vaencia Boulevard, Suite 300
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

Honorable Bob Kellar
Councilmember

City of Santa Clarita
23920 VdenciaBoulevard
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

Honorable Jo Anne Darcy
Councilmember

City of Santa Clarita
23920 VaenciaBoulevard
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

Honorable Michagl D. Antonovich
Supervisor

County of Los Angeles

23920 Vdencia Boulevard, Suite 265
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

Honorable William J. Knight
Cadlifornia State Senator

25709 Rye Canyon Road, Suite 105
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

Honorable Frank Ferry
Mayor Pro-Tem

City of Santa Clarita
23920 ValenciaBoulevard
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

Honorable Cameron Smyth
Councilmember

City of Santa Clarita
23920 VaenciaBoulevard
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

George A. Caravalho

City Manager

City of Santa Clarita
23920 VaenciaBoulevard
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

Honorable George Runner
Assemblyman

State of Cdlifornia

23920 VaenciaBoulevard
Santa Clarita, CA 91355



Cdlifornia Regional Water Quality Control Board

Attn: Tony Kletcha
320 W. 4" Street, Suite 220
LosAngeles, CA 90013

State Clearinghouse

Office of Planning and Research
P.O. Box 3044

Sacramento, CA 94244-3044

Cdifornia Air Resource Board
Technical Support Division
P.O. Box 2815

Sacramento, CA 95812

County of Los Angeles
Registrar-Recorder/County Clerk
P.O. Box 53592

Loss Angeles, CA 90053-1331

City of Santa Clarita

Planning and Building Services
Attn: Enrique Diaz

23920 ValenciaBoulevard
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

Los Angeles County Fire Department

Attn: Mr. Michagl Wilkinson
1320 North Eastern Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

Attn: Mr. Alvin Cruz
P.O. Box 54153
Los Angeles, CA 90054-0153

Mailing List-Agencies

State Water Resources Board
P.O. Box 944212
Sacramento, CA 94244-2130

Cdlifornia Highway Patrol
Area Commander

27858 Golden State Highway
Santa Clarita, CA 91384-4415

Cdlifornia Department of Fish and Game
Attn: Trudy Ingram

4949 Viewridge Avenue

San Diego, CA 92123

County of Los Angeles

Department of Public Works

900 South Fremont Avenue, 11th Floor
Alhambra, CA 91802-1331

Metropolitan Transit Authority

Regiona Transportation Planning and Devel opment

1 Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Los Angeles Water Quality Control Board
320 W. 4th St. Suite 200
Los Angeles, CA 90013

Castaic Lake Water Agency
27234 Bouquet Canyon Road
Santa Clarita, CA 91355



Cdlifornia State Lands Commission
Attn: Robert C. Hight

100 Howe Ave., Suite 100 South
Sacramento, CA 95825-8202

Santa Clarita Transit
25663 Stanford Avenue
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

Southern California Association of Governments
Attn: Mr. Mark Pisano

818 W. 7th Street

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Cdlifornia Native Plant Society
1722 J. Street, Suite 17
Sacramento, CA 95814

Santa Clarita Org. for Planning the Environment
Attn: Lynne Plambeck

P.O. Box 1182

Santa Clarita, CA 91386

Southern California Edison Company
P.O. Box 600
Rosemead, CA 91771

Southern California Gas Company
ValenciaBase- M.L. 8228

24650 Avenue Rockefeller
Valencia, CA 91355

Cdlifornia Dep. of Forestry and Fire Protection
P.O. Box 944246
Sacramento, CA 94244-2460

SCAQMD

Attn: Dr. Charles Blankson
21865 E. Copley Drive
Diamond Bar, CA 91765

Sierra Club

Angeles Chapter

Attn: Ms. LindaHoyer

3435 Wilshire Boulevard, #320
Los Angeles, CA 90010-1904

Friends of the Santa Clara River
Attn: Ron Bottoroff

660 Randy Drive

Newbury Park, CA 91320

CdiforniaWildlife Federation
2331 Alhambra Boulevard, Suite 300
Sacramento, CA 95817

Public Utilities Commission
505 Van Ness Ave
San Fransisco, CA 94102

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Attn: Ms. Jodean Giese

111 North Hope St., Room 1121

Los Angeles, CA 90012



United State Army Corps of Engineers
Attn: Josh Burnam

P.O. Box 532711

Los Angeles, CA 90017-3401

County of Los Angeles

Attn: Mr. James Hartl

1390 Hall of Records, 320 W. Temple St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Antelope Valey Transit
1031 West Avenue L, #12
Lancaster, CA 93534

Los Angeles County Public Library
7400 E. Imperial Highway
Downey, CA 90241

Native American Heritage Commission
915 Capitol Mall, Room 288
Sacramento, CA 95814

County of Los Angeles

Watershed Management Division

Attn: Suk Chong

900 South Fremont Avenue, 11th Floor
Alhambra, CA 91803-1331

Office of Transportation Programs

Attn: Haripal Vir
221 N. Figueroa, Suite 500
Los Angeles, CA 90012

City of Los Angeles

Attn: Mr. Vitaly Troyan

650 S. Spring Street, Suite 200
LosAngeles, CA 90014

LARWQCB

Attn: Mr. Dennis Dasker
320 W. 4th St., Suite 200
Los Angeles, CA 90013

City of Los Angeles

R. Ann Siracusa

221 N. Figueroa, Room 1600
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2601

County of Los Angeles

Fire Department

Attn: David R. Leininger
1320 North Eastern Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 900633294

U.S. Department of Fish and Wildlife

Ventura Field Office

Attn: Diane Noda

2493 Portola Road, Suite B
Ventura, CA 93003
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OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR
1120 N STREET

P. 0. BOX 942873
SACRAMENTO, CA 94273-0001
PHONE (916) 654-5267

FAX (916) 654-6608

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION @

July 26, 2000

TITLE V1
POLICY STATEMENT

The California State Department of Transportation under Title VI of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964 and related statutes, ensures that no person in the State of California shall,
on the grounds of race, color, sex and national origin be excluded from participation
in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination under any
program or activity it administers.

E
JEFF éORALES

Director

Z

Title VI Statement
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